This document is scheduled to be published in the
Federal Register on 03/07/2018 and available online at

https://federalregister.gov/d/2018-04533, and on FDsys.gov

BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

40 CFR Part 180

[EPA-HQ-OPP-2016-0257; FRL-9973-44]
Fluopicolide; Pesticide Tolerances

AGENCY: Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Finalrule.

SUMMARY: Thisregulation establishes tolerances for residues of fluopicolidein oron multiple
commodities which are identified and discussed laterin this document. In addition, this
regulation removes several previously established tolerances that are superseded by this final
rule. Interregional Research Project Number4(IR-4) requested these tolerances underthe
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA).

DATES: Thisregulationiseffective [insertdate of publication in the Federal Register].
Objections and requests for hearings must be received on orbefore [insert date 60 days after
dateof publication in the Federal Register], and must be filed in accordance with the
instructions provided in 40 CFR part 178 (see also Unit|.C. of the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION).

ADDRESSES: The docketforthisaction, identified by docketidentification (ID) number EPA-HQ-
OPP-2016-0257, is available at http://www.regulations.gov or at the Office of Pesticide
Programs Regulatory Public Docket (OPP Docket) in the Environmental Protection Agency
Docket Center (EPA/DC), West William Jefferson Clinton Bldg., Rm. 3334, 1301 Constitution
Ave., NW., Washington, DC 20460-0001. The PublicReadingRoomisopenfrom8:30 a.m. to

4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday, excluding legal holidays. The telephone numberforthe



PublicReading Roomis(202) 566-1744, andthe telephone numberforthe OPP Docketis(703)
305-5805. Please review the visitorinstructions and additional information about the docket
available at http://www.epa.gov/dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Michael L. Goodis, Director, Registration Division
(7505P), Office of Pesticide Programs, Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania
Ave., NW., Washington, DC 20460-0001; maintelephone number:(703) 305-7090; email
address: RDFRNotices@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. General Information

A. Does this Action Apply to Me?

You may be potentially affected by this action if you are an agricultural producer, food
manufacturer, or pesticide manufacturer. The following list of North American Industrial
Classification System (NAICS) codesis notintended to be exhaustive, but rather provides a guide
to helpreaders determine whether this document applies to them. Potentially affected entities
may include:

¢ Crop production (NAICS code 111).

¢ Animal production (NAICS code 112).

¢ Food manufacturing (NAICS code 311).

e Pesticide manufacturing (NAICS code 32532).

B. How Can | Get Electronic Access to Other Related Information ?

You may accessa frequently updated electronicversion of EPA’s toleranceregulations
at 40 CFR part 180 through the Government Printing Office’s e-CFRsite at
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx ?&c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title40/40tab_02.tpl.

C. How Can I File an Objection or Hearing Request?



Under FFDCA section 408(g), 21 U.S.C. 346a, any person may file an objectiontoany
aspectof thisregulationand may also request a hearing on those objections. You mustfile your
objection orrequestahearingonthis regulationin accordance with the instructions providedin
40 CFR part 178. To ensure properreceiptby EPA, you mustidentify docketID numberEPA-HQ-
OPP-2016-0257 inthe subjectline on the first page of your submission. All objectionsand
requests fora hearing must be in writing, and must be received by the Hearing Clerk on or
before [insert date 60 days after date of publication in the Federal Register]. Addresses for mail
and hand delivery of objections and hearingrequests are provided in 40 CFR 178.25(b).

In additiontofilingan objection or hearingrequest with the Hearing Clerk as described
in40 CFR part 178, please submita copy of the filing (excluding any Confidential Business
Information (CBI)) forinclusion in the publicdocket. Information not marked confidential
pursuantto 40 CFR part 2 may be disclosed publicly by EPA without prior notice. Submitthe
non-CBI copy of yourobjection or hearing request, identified by docket ID number EPA-HQ-OPP-
2016-0257, by one of the following methods:

e FederaleRulemaking Portal. http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the online
instructions for submitting comments. Do not submitelectronically any information you

considerto be CBlor other information whose disclosureis restricted by statute.

* Mail: OPP Docket, Environmental Protection Agency Docket Center (EPA/DC),
(28221T), 1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW., Washington, DC 20460-0001.

¢ Hand Delivery: To make special arrangements for hand delivery or delivery of boxed
information, please follow the instructions at http://www.epa.gov/dockets/contacts. htm|.
Additional instructions on commenting or visiting the docket, along with more information
aboutdockets generally, is availableat http://www.epa.gov/dockets.

Il. Summary of Petitioned-ForTolerance



In the Federal Register of Wednesday, June 22,2016 (81 FR 40594) (FRL-9947-32), EPA
issued adocument pursuantto FFDCA section 408(d)(3), 21 U.S.C. 346a(d)(3), announcingthe
filing of a pesticide petition (PP 6E8464) by IR-4 Headquarters, Rutgers, The State University of
New Jersey, 500 College Road East, Suite 201 W, Princeton, NJ 08540. The petition requested
that 40 CFR 180.627 be amended by establishingtolerances forresidues of the fungicide,
fluopicolide [2,6-dichloro-N-[[3-chloro-5-(trifluoromethyl)-2-pyridinyl jmethyl Jbenzamide],
includingits metabolites and degradates, in oron the commodities: basil, dried leaves at 200
parts per million (ppm); basil, fresh leaves at 30 ppm; bean, succulent at 0.9 ppm; citrus, dried
pulp at 0.048 ppm; citrus, oil at 1.94 ppm; hop, dried cones at 15 ppm; fruit, citrus, group 10-10
at 0.02 ppm; fruit, small, vine climbing, except fuzzy kiwifruit, subgroup 13-07F at 2.0 ppm; and
vegetable, fruiting, crop group 8-10 at 1.60 ppm. That document referenced asummary of the
petition prepared by Valent, the registrant, whichis available in the docket,
http://www.regulations.gov. Two similaranonymous publiccomments were receivedin
response tothe notice of filing. The Agency’s response to the commentsisincludedin UnitIV.C.

Based uponreview of the data supporting the petition, EPA is establishing certain
tolerances thatdifferfrom whatthe petitionerrequested. The reasons forthese changes are
explainedin UnitIV.D.

lll. Aggregate Risk Assessment and Determination of Safety

Section 408(b)(2)(A)(i) of FFDCA allows EPA to establish atolerance (the legal limitfora
pesticide chemical residue inoron a food) only if EPA determines thatthe tolerance is “safe.”
Section 408(b)(2)(A)(ii) of FFDCA defines “safe” to mean that “there is a reasonable certainty
that no harm will result from aggregate exposureto the pesticide chemical residue, including all
anticipated dietary exposures and all other exposures for which there is reliableinformation.”

Thisincludes exposure through drinking waterand inresidential settings, but does notinclude



occupational exposure. Section 408(b)(2)(C) of FFDCA requires EPA to give special consideration
to exposure of infants and children to the pesticide chemical residue in establishing atolerance
and to “ensure thatthere is a reasonable certainty that no harm will resulttoinfants and
children from aggregate exposure to the pesticidechemical residue....”

Consistent with FFDCA section 408(b)(2)(D), and the factors specified in FFDCA section
408(b)(2)(D), EPA has reviewed the available scientificdataand otherrelevantinformationin
support of this action. EPA has sufficient datato assess the hazards of, and to make a
determination on aggregate exposure for fluopicolide including exposure resulting from the

tolerances established by this action.

Fluopicolide shares a metabolite, 2,6-dichlorobenzamide (BAM), with another active
ingredient, dichlobenil. Residues of BAMare assessed independently of fluopicolide and
dichlobenil becauseit hasits own toxicity database and endpoints of concern. The BAM
assessment considers residues resulting from both fluopicolide and dichlobenil uses. EPA’s
safety finding for fluopicolide considers the aggregate exposures to fluopicolide alone as well as
the aggregate exposure to BAM from both fluopicolide and dichlobeniluses.

A. Toxicological Profile

EPA has evaluated the available toxicity database and considered its validity,
completeness, andreliability as well as the relationship of the results of the studies to human
risk. EPA has also considered available information concerning the variability of the sensitivities
of majoridentifiable subgroups of consumers, including infants and children.

Fluopicolide. Fluopicolide haslow acute toxicity by the oral, dermal, and inhalation
routes. Followingsubchronicand chronicexposures, increased liver weights and/or liver
hypertrophy were observedinratsand mice. Additional liverlesionswere seeninmice,

including oval cell proliferationin a 90-day oral toxicity study and altered cell fociin the



carcinogenicity study. Treatment-related effectsin rats alsoincluded kidney and thyroid effects;
however, these effects were not seen consistently across studies in the fluopicolide database.

In the 28-day oral toxicity study in rats, there were indications of nephrotoxicity including pale
kidneys and microscopiclesions (granulation, proteinaceous material, and hydronephrosis).
Kidney effects were notobservedin any otherstudies, except the reproductio n toxicity study
where slightly increased organ weights and kidney lesions were observed in parental animals.
Thyroid toxicity was only observed in the combined chronic/carcinogenicity study in rats and
consisted of increased thyroid weights, gross pathol ogical observation of enlarged thyroids, and
increasedincidence of cysticfollicular hyperplasiain males (slight to moderate severity).

Evidence of increased quantitative susceptibility was seeninthe rat developmental
toxicity study. Developmental effects (delayed ossification and fetal growth)were only seen at
arelatively high dose (700mg/kg/day) in the absence of maternal effects. There wasno
evidence of susceptibility in the rabbit developmental toxicityand rat reproduction toxicity
studies. Inthe rabbitdevelopmental toxicity study, late abortions/premature deliveries were
observed at 60 mg/kg/day. Additional effects at this dose included late maternal deaths and
decreased crown rump lengthinfetuses. Inthe rat reproduction toxicity st udy, offspring effects
(decreased body weight) wereseeninthe presence of parental effects (kidney effects).

There is no evidence of neurotoxicity, immunotoxicity, or mutagenicity in the
fluopicolide toxicity database. Due to the absence of treatment-related tumorsin two adequate
rodent carcinogenicity studies, fluopicolide is classified as “Not Likely to be Carcinogenicto
Humans”.

BAM. Acute toxicity studieson BAMdemonstrated moderate acute toxicity via the oral
route of exposure. Insubchronicand chronictoxicity studies, the primary oral effectsseenin

the rat and dog were body weight changes. Adverse liver effects, including hepatocellular



alterationsandincreased liver weights, were also observed. Toxicity to the olfactory sensory
neurons has been observed following intraperitoneal exposure of mice to BAM, indicating
potential neurotoxicity; however, no effects on the olfactory system were observed viathe oral
route. Thereisno evidence that BAMis either mutagenicor clastogenicnoristhere evidence of
endocrine mediated toxicity. ABAM combined chronictoxicity/carcinogenicity study in the ratis
available; however, inthe absence of a carcinogenicity study datafora second species, EPA has
assumed that BAM's carcinogenicpotentialis similarto that of dichlobenil, the parent
compound having the greatest carcinogenicity potential. Dichlobenilis classified as “Group C,
possible human carcinogen.” Therefore, EPA has concluded that quantification of cancerrisk
usinga non-linearapproach (i.e., RfD) will adequately account for all chronictoxicity, including
carcinogenicity, that could result from exposure to dichlobenil, and therefore, to BAM.

Specificinformation onthe studies received and the nature of the adverse effects
caused by fluopicolide and BAM, as well as the no-observed-adverse-effect-level (NOAEL) and
the lowest-observed-adverse-effect-level (LOAEL) from the toxicity studies can be found at
http://www.regulations.gov in document: Fluopicolide and 2,6-Dichlorobenzamide (BAM).
Human Health Risk Assessment to Support Registration for Application of Fluopicolide on Basil,
Succulent Bean, Hops, Small Vine Climbing Subgroup 13-07F, and Citrus Fruit Group 10-10 and
Crop Group Conversion for Fruiting Vegetables 8-10, dated December5, 2017 at pages 19-25 in
docketID number EPA-HQ-OPP-2016-0257.
B. Toxicological Points of Departure/Levels of Concern

Once a pesticide’s toxicological profile is determined, EPA identifies toxicological points
of departure (POD) and levels of concern to use in evaluating the risk posed by human exposure
to the pesticide. Forhazards that have a threshold below whichthere is no appreciable risk, the

toxicological PODis used as the basis for derivation of reference values for risk assessment.



PODs are developed based on a careful analysis of the doses in each toxicological study to
determine the dose at which no adverse effects are observed (the NOAEL) and the lowest dose
at which adverse effects of concern are identified (the LOAEL). Uncertainty/safety factors are
usedinconjunction withthe PODto calculate asafe exposure level - generally referredtoas a
population-adjusted dose (PAD) orareference dose (RfD) - and a safe margin of exposure
(MOE). For non-threshold risks, the Agency assumes that any amount of exposure will lead to
some degree of risk. Thus, the Agency estimatesriskinterms of the probabilityof an
occurrence of the adverse effect expectedinalifetime. For more information on the general
principles EPA usesinrisk characterization and acomplete description of the risk assessment
process, see http://www2.epa.gov/pesticide-science-and-assessing-pesticide-risks/assessing-
human-health-risk-pesticides.

A summary of the toxicological endpoints for fluopicolide and BAM used for human risk
assessmentisshowninTable 1and Table 2, respectively, of this unit.

Table 1. Summary of Toxicological Doses and Endpoints for fluopicolide for Use in Human Health

Risk Assessment

Exposure/Scenario Point of Departure RfD, PAD, Study and Toxicological Effects
and LOC for Risk
Uncertainty/Safety Assessment
Factors
Acute dietary (All An endpoint attributable to a single dose was not identified from the
populations) available data.
Chronicdietary (All Maternal NOAEL=20 | cRfD=cPAD | Developmental ToxicityStudy
populations) mg/kg/day = in Rabbits
UF, = 10x 0.2 LOAEL (maternal) =60
mg/kg/day mg/kg/day based on death,
UF,, = 10x abortions/ premature
FQPASF = 1X deliveries, and decreased food
consumption.
Co-critical:




Chronic/Oncogenicity Study in
Rats

NOAEL= 31.5 mg/kg/day.

LOAEL = 109.4 mg/kg/day
based on increased thyroid
weightandincreasedincidence
of thyroidlesions.

Incidental oral short- Maternal NOAEL=20 | LOC for Developmental Toxicity Study
and intermediate-term | mg/kg/day in Rabbits
(1-30 days,and 1-6 MOE <100
months) UF, = 10x LOAEL (maternal) =60
mg/kg/day based on death,
UF,, = 10x abortions/ premature
FQPASF = 1X deliveries, decreased food
consumption and body-weight
gain.
Dermal short-and Maternal NOAEL=20 | LOC for Developmental Toxicity Study
intermediate-term (1- | mg/kg/day in Rabbits
30 days, and 1-6 MOE <100
UF, = 10x LOAEL (maternal) =60
months)
mg/kg/day based on death,
UFy = 10x abortions/ premature
FQPASF = 1X deliveries, decreased food

(when applicable)

DAF =5%

consumption and body-weight
gain.

Co-critical:
Chronic/Oncogenicity Study in
Rats

NOAEL= 31.5 mg/kg/day.

LOAEL = 109.4 mg/kg/day
based on increased thyroid
weightandincreasedincidence
of thyroidlesions.
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Inhalation short- and
intermediate-term (1-
30 days, and 1-6
months)

Maternal NOAEL=20 | LOC for MOE | Developmental ToxicityStudy

mg/kg/day <100 in Rabbits
Inhalation assumed LOAEL (maternal) =60
equivalenttooral mg/kg/day based on death,

abortions/ premature
deliveries, decreased food

UF, = 10x consumption.
UF., = 10x Co-critical:
W=
Chronic/Oncogenicity Study in
FQPASF = 1X, when Rats
applicable

NOAEL= 31.5 mg/kg/day.

LOAEL = 109.4 mg/kg/day
based on andincreased thyroid
weightandincreasedincidence
of thyroid lesions.

Cancer (Oral, dermal,
inhalation)

Classification: “Not Likely to be Carcinogenicto Humans” based on the
absence of treatment-related tumorsintwo adequate rodent
carcinogenicity studies.

Point of departure (POD) = A data point or an estimated point thatis derived from observed
dose-response dataand used to mark the beginning of extrapolation to determinerisk

associated with lower environmentally relevant human exposures.

FQPA SF = Food Quality Protection Act Safety Factor. LOAEL = lowest-observed-adverse-effect-
level. LOC=level of concern. mg/kg/day =milligram/kilogram/day. MOE = margin of exposure.
NOAEL = no-observed-adverse-effect-level. PAD =population adjusted dose (a=acute, c =
chronic). RfD =reference dose. UF = uncertainty factor. UF , = extrapolation from animal to

human (interspecies). UF,, = potential variation in sensitivity among members of the human
population (intraspecies).

Table 2. Summary of Toxicological Doses and Endpointsfor 2,6-Dichlorobenzamide (BAM) for

Use in Human Health Risk Assessment

Exposure/Scenario Point of Departure RfD, PAD, LOC Study and Toxicological
and for Risk Effects
Uncertainty/Safety Assessment
Factors
Acute dietary (All LOAEL = 100 aRfD=aPAD | Dose-range findingassay
=0.1 for in vivo mouse
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populations) mg/kg/day mg/kg/day | erythrocyte micronucleus

assay
UF, = 10x

LOAEL = 100 mg/kg/day

UF, = 10x based on lethargy aftera
FQPA SF/UF,= 10x single oral dose
Chronicdietary (All NOAEL=4.5 cRfD = cPAD = | Chronictoxicity (dog)
populations) mg/kg/day 0.045
mg/kg/day | LOAEL= 12.5 mg/kg/day
UF, = 10x based on decreased body
UF,, = 10x weightand body weight
gain
FQPA SF = 1X
Incidental oral short- NOAEL= 14 LOC for 90-day oral (rat)

and intermediate-term | mg/kg/day

(1-30 days, and 1-6 MOE <100 LOAEL = 49 mg/kg/day

UF, = 10x based on decreased body

months)
weightgain (M) and
UFy = 10x reduced skeletal muscle
FQPASF = 1X tone (day4 Onlyin males;
days 91 and 92 onlyin
females)
Dermal short-and NOAEL= 25 LOC for
intermediate-term (1-30 | mg/kg/day MOE <100 5-day dermal using
daysand 1-6 months) UF, = 10x dichlobenil
UF, = 10x (mouse; literature study)
FQPASF =1X LOAEL = 50 mg/kg/day
(whenapplicable) based on olfactory
epithelial damage
NOAEL=12.1 mg/m®> | LOC for
Inhalation Short-and 4 28-day inhalation using
_ UF, = 3X MOE <100 _ _
Intermediate-Term (1- dichlobenil (rat)
UFy, = 10X ,
30 days and 1-6 LOAEL = 21 mg/m” based on
FQPASF =1X .
months) . nasal degeneration
(when applicable)
Cancer Classification: unclassified; parent herbicide dichlobenil classified as

“Group C, possible human carcinogen” with RfD approach utilized for

guantification of human risk

UF = uncertainty factor, UF, = extrapolation from animal to human (interspecies), UF,, = potential
variationin sensitivity among members of the human population (intraspecies), FQPA SF=FQPA
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Safety Factor, UF, = use of a LOAEL to extrapolate a NOAEL, NOAEL= no-observed adverse-effect
level, LOAEL=lowest-observed adverse-effect level, RfD = reference dose (a=acute, c = chronic),
PAD = population-adjusted dose, MOE = margin of exposure, LOC = level of concern, N/A=not
applicable.

C. Exposure Assessment

1. Dietary exposure from food and feed uses. In evaluating dietary exposureto
fluopicolide and its metabolite BAM, EPA considered exposure under the petitioned-for
tolerances as well as all existing fluopicolide tolerances in 40 CFR 180.627 and the exposures
from BAM from existing dichlobenil tolerances under 40 CFR 180.231. EPA assesseddietary
exposures from fluopicolide and its metabolite BAMin food as follows:

a. Acuteexposure. Quantitative acute dietary exposure and risk assessments are
performed fora food-use pesticide if a toxicological study has indicated the possibilityof an
effect of concernoccurringas a result of a 1-day or single exposure.

i. Fluopicolide. A toxicity endpointattributabletoa single dose has notbeenidentified
inthe toxicological studies for fluopicolide; therefore, aquantitative acute dietary exposure
assessmentisunnecessary.

ii. BAM. Such effects were identified for BAM. In estimatingacute dietary exposures to

BAM, EPA usedfood consumptioninformation fromthe United States Department of
Agriculture (USDA) National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey, What We Eat in America,
(NHANES/WWEIA). This dietary survey was conducted from 2003 to 2008. EPA conducted a
partially refined acute dietary exposure assessment. As to residue levelsin food, EPA assumed
maximum BAMresidue from either the fluopicolide ordichlobenil field trial data. The acute
assessmentassumed 100% crop treated for all commodities, exceptapples, blueberries,
cherries, peaches, pears, andraspberries. These values reflect the dichlobenil percent crop

treated estimates as fluopicolideis not registered forapplication to these crops. Default
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processing factors were used for commodities where empirical processing datawere not
available

b. Chronicexposure—i. Fluopicolide. In estimating chronicdietary exposure, EPA used
Dietary Exposure Evaluation Model software with the Food Commodity Intake Database (DEEM-
FCID, Version 3.16). The software uses 2003-2008 food consumption datafromthe U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA) National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey, What We
Eatin America, (NHANES/WWEIA). The chronicanalysis assumed tolerance-levelresidues or
maximum field trial residues, 100% crop treated, default processing factors, and modeled
drinking water estimates.

ii. BAM. In estimating chronicdietary exposures, EPA conducted a partially refined
chronicdietary exposure assessment using DEEM-FCID (ver. 3.16) and USDA’s NHANES/WWEIA
(2003 through 2008). The chronicdietary assessmentassumed the maximum BAMresidue from
eitherthe fluopicolide or dichlobenil field trial data. The chronicassessmentassumed 100%
crop treated forall commodities exceptapple. These values reflectthe dichlobenil percent crop
treated estimates as fluopicolideis notregistered forapplication to these crops. Default
processing factors were used for commodities where empirical processing data were not
available.

c. Cancer. Fluopicolide has been classified as ““not likely to be carcinogenicto
humans.” Therefore, acancer dietary exposure assessment was not conducted forthe parent
fluopicolide. Additionally, EPA has determined BAM's potential for carcinogenicity is similarto
that of dichlobenil, whichis classified as ‘““group C, possible human carcinogen.” Quantification
of cancerrisk is based on the reference dose (RfD) approach which requires comparison of the
chronicexposure tothe RfD. Using this methodology will adequately account forall chronictoxic

effects, including
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carcinogenicity, likely to result from exposure to BAM. Hence, a separate cancer exposure
assessment to BAM was not conducted.

d. Anticipated residue and percent crop treated (PCT) information. Section 408(b)(2)(E)
of FFDCA authorizes EPA to use available dataandinformation on the anticipated residuelevels
of pesticideresiduesinfood andthe actual levels of pesticideresidues that have been measured
infood. If EPArelies onsuchinformation, EPA must require pursuantto FFDCA section 408(f)(1)
that data be provided 5 years afterthe tolerance is established, modified, or leftin effect,
demonstrating thatthe levelsinfood are notabove the levels anticipated. Forthe present
action, EPA willissue such datacall-ins as are required by FFDCA section 408(b)(2)(E) and
authorized under FFDCA section 408(f)(1). Datawill be required to be submitted no laterthan5
years from the date of issuance of these tolerances.

Section 408(b)(2)(F) of FFDCA states thatthe Agency may use data on the actual percent
of food treated forassessing chronicdietary risk only if:

¢ Condition a: The data used are reliable and provide avalid basis to show what
percentage of the food derived from such cropis likely to contain the pesticide residue.

e Condition b: The exposure estimate does not underestimateexposure forany
significant subpopulation group.

¢ Condition c: Data are available on pesticide use and food consumptioninaparticular
area, the exposure estimate does not understate exposure forthe populationinsucharea. In
addition, the Agency must provide for periodicevaluation of any estimates used. To provide for
the periodicevaluation of the estimate of PCT as required by FFDCA section 408(b)(2)(F), EPA

may require registrants to submit dataon PCT.
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EPA did not use anticipated residue or PCTinformationinthe dietary assessment for
fluopicolide. Tolerance level residues or maximum field trial residues and 100 PCT were
assumed forall food commodities.

EPA used anticipated residues and PCTinformation for the acute and chronic dietary risk
assessmentsforBAM. The BAM acute assessmentassumed 100 PCT for all commodities except
apples(2.5%), blueberries (2.5%), cherries (2.5%), peaches (2.5%), pears (5%) and raspberries
(20%). The BAM chronic assessment assumed 100 PCT for all commodities except apples (1%).
These valuesreflectthe dichlobenil percent crop treated estimates as fluopicolide is not
registered forapplication tothese crops. Default processing factors were used for commodities
where empirical processing data were not available.

In most cases, EPA uses available datafrom United States Department of
Agriculture/National Agricultural Statistics Service (USDA/NASS), proprietary market surveys,
and the National Pesticide Use Database forthe chemical/crop combination for the most recent
6-7 years. EPA usesan average PCT for chronic dietary risk analysis and a maximum PCT for
acute dietary risk analysis. The average PCTfigure for each existing use is derived by combining
available publicand private market survey dataforthat use, averaging across all observations,
and roundingtothe nearest 5%, except forthose situationsin which the average PCT is less than
2.5%. The maximum PCTfigure is the highest observed maximum value reported within the
most recent 6 years of available publicand private market survey dataforthe existing use and
rounded up to the nearest multiple of 5%, except forsituationsin which the maximum PCTis
lessthan 2.5%. Incases where the estimated valueislessthan 2.5% but greaterthan 1%, the
average and maximum PCT used are 2.5%. If the estimated valueislessthan 1%, 1% is used as

the average PCT and 2.5% is used as the maximum PCT.
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The Agency believes that the three conditions discussed in UnitI1l.C.1. iv. have been
met. With respectto Condition a, PCT estimates are derived from Federal and private market
survey data, which are reliable and have avalid basis. The Agencyis reasonably certain thatthe
percentage of the food treated is not likely to be an underestimation. Asto Conditionsbandc,
regional consumption information and consumption information for significant subpopulations
istakeninto account through EPA's computer-based model for evaluating the exposure of
significant subpopulationsincluding several regional groups. Use of this consumption
informationin EPA'srisk assessment process ensures that EPA's exposure estimate does not
understate exposure forany significant subpopulation group and allows the Agency to be
reasonably certainthat noregional populationis exposedto residue levels higherthan those
estimated by the Agency. Otherthan the data available through national food consumption
surveys, EPA does not have available reliable information on the regional consumption of food
to which BAM may be found ina particulararea.

2. Dietary exposure from drinking water. The Agency used screening-level water
exposure modelsinthe dietary exposure analysis and risk assessment for fluopicolide in drinking
water. These simulation models take into account data on the physical, chemical, and
fate/transport characteristics of fluopicolide. Furtherinformation regarding EPA drinking water
models usedin pesticide exposure assessment can be found at http://www?2.epa.gov/pesticide-
science-and-assessing-pesticide-risks/about-water-exposure-models-used-pesticide.

No monitoring data are available for fluopicolide or BAM. Drinking water residues of
fluopicolide (parent) estimates were generated using maximum annual application rate of 0.375
Ibs ai/acre, and the surface water concentration calculator (SWCCversion 1.106) for surface

water, and the pesticide root zone model for groundwater (PRZM-GW version 1.07). The
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estimated drinking water concentrations (EDWCs) of fluopicolide for non-cancer chronic
exposures are 12.90 ppb for surface waterand 103 ppb forground water.

Estimates of BAM residuesin drinking water were generated using the Provisional
Cranberry Model (PCM) and Pesticide Water Concentration Calculator (PWC) for surface water,
and the PRZM-GW model for groundwater. BAMdrinking water concentrations can result from
the application of dichlobenil and fluopicolide. The BAMestimates resulting from application of
dichlobenil are higherthan those resulting from application of fluopicolide. The acute and
chronicanalyses assumed a BAM drinking water concentration of 239 ppb and 206 ppb,
respectively, based onthe PRZM-GW model from turf use (worst case scenario).

Modeled estimates of drinking water concentrations were directly enteredinto the
dietary exposure model. Foracute dietary risk assessment for BAM, the water concentration
value of 239 ppb was used to assess the contribution to drinking water. For chronic dietary risk
assessment, the water concentration of value 206 ppb and 103 ppb were usedto assess the
contributiontodrinking water for BAM and fluopicolide, respectively.

3. Fromnon-dietary exposure. The term “residential exposure” is used in this document
to referto non-occupational, non-dietary exposure (e.g., forlawn and garden pest control,
indoor pest control, termiticides, and fleaand tick control on pets).

Fluopicolide is currentlyregistered forthe following uses that could resultin residential
exposures: residential turf grass and recreational sites; however, all registered fluopicolide
productlabels with residential use sites require that handlers wear specificclothingand/or use
personal protective equipment (PPE). Therefore, the Agency has concluded that these products
are notintendedto be used by homeowners and did not conduct residentialhandler

assessments. There is potential for post-application exposure forindividuals entering areas that
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have been previously treated with fluopicolide. EPA assessed the following residential exposure
scenarios for fluopicolide:

Post-application exposure to children, youth, and adults from treated lawns, turf,
gardens, trees, and golf courses.

In the case of BAM, the Agency considered the potential forresidential exposures to
BAM from dichlobenil and fluopicolide uses. As noted above, fluopicolide is registered for use
on residential turfgrass and recreationalsites, such as golf courses. These uses may alsoresult
in short-term dermal post-application exposureto BAM to youth and adults from treated
gardens. Post-application exposures from treated turfis not expected since BAMwas not
detectedinturf transferable residue studies with fluopicolide.

As discussed above, residential handler assessments were not performed for
fluopicolide; therefore, aresidential handlerassessmentfor BAMis also not required.
Residential handler exposure to BAMresulting from the application of dichlobenil is not
expected. While dichlobenil is currently registered for residential uses on ornamental plants,
they are approved for professional applicator use only. Post-application exposure of adults and
childrento dichlobenil and BAMexposure from the use of dichlobenil products o n ornamental
plantsis expectedtobe negligibleand, therefore, was not assessed.

Furtherinformation regarding EPA standard assumptions and genericinputs for
residential exposures may be found at http://www2.epa.gov/pesticide-science-and-assessing-
pesticide-risks/standard-operating-procedures-residential-pesticide.

4. Cumulative effects from substances with a common mechanism of toxicity . Section
408(b)(2)(D)(v) of FFDCA requires that, when considering whetherto establish, modify, or

revoke atolerance, the Agency consider “availableinformation” concerning the cumulative
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effects of a particular pesticide's residues and “other substances that have acommon
mechanism of toxicity.”

Unlike other pesticides for which EPA has followed a cumulative risk approach based on
a common mechanism of toxicity, EPA has not made a common mechanism of toxicity finding as
to fluopicolideand any othersubstances. Fluopicolide shares acommon metabolite, BAM, with
dichlobenil. EPA’s assessment of BAM from pesticide use of fluopicolide and dichlobenil has
been updatedforthe currentassessmentand no risks of concern were identified. Forthe
purposes of this tolerance action, therefore, EPA has notassumed that fluopicolide (parent) and
its metabolite BAMhave a common mechanism of toxicity with other substances. For
information regarding EPA's efforts to determine which chemicals have acommon mechanism
of toxicity and to evaluate the cumulative effects of such che micals, see EPA's website at:
http://www2.epa.gov/pesticide-science-and-assessing-pesticide-risks/cumulative-assessment-
risk-pesticides.
D. Safety FactorforInfants and Children

1. Ingeneral. Section 408(b)(2)(C) of FFDCA providesthat EPA shall apply an additional
tenfold (10X) margin of safety forinfants and children in the case of threshold effects to account
for prenatal and postnatal toxicity and the completeness of the database on toxicity and
exposure unless EPA determines based onreliable datathat a different margin of safety will be
safe for infants and children. This additional margin of safety iscommonly referred to as the
FQPA Safety Factor (SF). In applying this provision, EPA eitherretains the default value of 10X, or
uses a different additional safety factor when reliable data available to EPA support the choice
of a different factor.

2. Prenatal and postnatalsensitivity. Forfluopicolide,thereis no evidence of increased

susceptibility inthe rabbit developmental or rat reproduction toxicity studies. There was
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evidence of increased quantitative susceptibility in the rat developmental toxicity study;
however, the developmental effects were only seen at a relatively high dose (700 mg/kg/day),
the effects are well-characterized with a clear NOAEL, and the selected endpoints are protective
of the observed effects. For BAM, there was no evidence of increased susceptibility in the rabbit
developmental study.

3. Conclusion for fluopicolide. EPA has determined that reliable data show the safety of
infants and children would be adequately protected if the FQPA SF were reduced to 1X. That
decisionis based onthe following findings:

i. The toxicity database for fluopicolideis complete.

ii. Thereis no indication that fluopicolide is a neurotoxicchemical and thereisnoneed
for a developmental neurotoxicity study or additional UFs to account for neurotoxicity.

iii. There is no evidence of increased susceptibility in the rabbit developmental or rat
reproduction toxicitystudies. Althoughthere isevidence of increased quantitative susceptibility
inthe rat developmental toxicity study, the developmental effects wereonly seen at a relatively
high dose, the effects are well characterized with aclear NOAEL, and the selected endpoints are
protective of the observed effects. There are no residual uncertainties concerning prenatal and
postnatal toxicity for fluopicolide.

iv. There are noresidual uncertainties identified in the exposure databases. The dietary
food exposure assessments were performed based on 100 PCT and tolerance-level residues. EPA
made conservative (protective)assumptionsin the ground waterand surface water modeling
used to assess exposure to fluopicolide in drinking water. EPA used similarlyconservative
assumptions to assess post-application exposure of children. These assessments will not

underestimatethe exposure and risks posed by fluopicolide.
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4. Conclusion for BAM: EPAis retaining the FQPA SF of 10X for the acute dietary
exposure scenarioforthe general population to account for the use of a LOAEL to extrapolate to
a NOAEL. For all otherexposure scenarios, the FQPA SF has been reduced to 1X. That decision
isbased on the following findings:

i.Acute, subchronic, and chronicoral studies are available forBAMand utilized for
endpointselection. Forthe dermal andinhalation routes of exposures, the Agencyisrelyingon
dichlobenil toxicity data, where olfactory toxicity was observed. Based on a comparison of
toxicity viathe intraperitoneal route of exposure, higher doses of BAMare needed toinduce
levels of olfactory toxicity that are similarto those caused by dichlobenil; therefore, the
endpoints based on dichlobenil are considered protective of pote ntial BAMtoxicity.

ii. Although there is potential neurotoxicityin the olfactory system from BAMexposure,
concernis low since the effects are well-characterized and selected endpoints based on
dichlobenil are protective of these effects.

iii. There is no evidence of increased susceptibility in the developmental rabbit study.

iv. The assessments of BAMare unlikely to underestimate exposure and risks. Acute
and chronicdietary assessments assumed maximum BAMresidues from field trial dataas well
as conservative (protective) assumptions of BAMexposure in drinking water. Similar
conservative assumptions were used to assess post-application exposure of children to BAM.

E. Aggregate Risks and Determination of Safety

EPA determines whetheracute and chronic dietary pesticide exposures are safe by
comparing aggregate exposure estimatestothe acute PAD (aPAD) and chronic PAD (cPAD). For
linear cancerrisks, EPA calculates the lifetime probability of acquiring cancer giventhe

estimated aggregate exposure. Short-, intermediate-, and chronic-termrisks are evaluated by
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comparingthe estimated aggregate food, water, and residential exposure to the appropriate
PODsto ensure that an adequate MOE exists.

1. Acuterisk. An acute aggregate risk assessmenttakesintoaccountacute exposure
estimatesfrom dietary consumption of food and drinking water. No adverse effect resulting
from a single oral exposure was identified and no acute dietary endpoint was selected for
fluopicolide. Therefore, fluopicolide is not expected to pose an acute risk.

In the case of BAM, usingthe exposure assumptions discussed in this unitforacute
exposure, the acute dietary exposurefrom food and waterto BAM will occupy 81% of the aPAD
for children 1to <2 years old, the population group receiving the greatest exposure.

2. Chronicrisk. Usingthe exposure assumptions described in this unitfor chronic
exposure, EPA has concluded that chronicexposure to fluopicolide from food and water will
utilize 15% of the cPAD for children 1-2 years old, the population group receiving the greatest
exposure. Inthe case of BAM, chronic exposure to BAMfrom food and water will utilize 26% of
the cPAD for all infants (<lyearold), the population group receiving the greatest exposure.
Based on the explanationin Unitlll.C.3., regarding residential use patterns, chronicresidential
exposure toresidues of fluopicolide or BAM is not expected.

3. Short-term/intermediate-term risk. Short-term aggregate exposure takesinto
account short-term residential exposure plus chronicexposure to food and water (considered to
be a background exposure level).

Fluopicolide is currentlyregistered for uses that could resultin short-term residential exposure
and may resultin post-application exposures of BAM. The Agency has determinedthatitis
appropriate to aggregate chronicexposure through food and water with short-term residential
exposuresto fluopicolide and BAM. There are no intermediate-term exposures expected for

fluopicolide or BAM; however, the short-term aggregate assessmentis considered protective of
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intermediate-term since the same endpoints wereselected to evaluate short- and intermediate-
term exposures.

Using the exposure assumptions described in this unitfor short-term exposures, EPA has
concluded the combined fluopicolide short-term food, water, and residential exposures for
children 1-2years old and children 6-11years old resultin aggregate MOEs of 490 and 670,
respectively. Inaddition, an aggregate assessment conducted for adults resulted in an MOE of
500. Because EPA’slevelof concernfor fluopicolideis a MOE of 100 or below, these MOEs are
not of concern. For BAM, dermal and inhalation exposures may not be combined with oral
exposures due to different toxicological effects used as the basis of the selected endpoints. Asa
result, the aggregate risk estimates are equivalentto the dietary risk estimates and are not of
concern.

4. Aggregate cancerrisk for U.S. population. Due to the absence of treatment-related
tumorsin two adequate rodent carcinogenicity studies, fluopicolide is classified as “not likely to
be carcinogenicto humans”; therefore, a quantitative cancerassessmentis not required.

EPA hasassumed BAM’s potential for carcinogenicityis similarto that of dichlobenil,
whichis classified as ““group C, possible human carcinogen.”

Quantification of cancerriskis based on the RfDapproach which requires comparison of
the chronic exposure to the RfD. Therefore, the chronicrisks discussed in Unitll.E.2. are
considered protective of both non-cancerand cancer effects.

5. Determination of safety.Based onthese risk assessments, EPA concludes that there
isa reasonable certainty that no harm will result to the general population, ortoinfants and
children from aggregate exposure to fluopicolide residues, including its metabolite.

IV. Other Considerations

A. Analytical Enforcement Methodology
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Adequate enforcement methodology (liquid chromatography with tandem mass
spectroscopy (LC/MS/MS) enforcement method RM-43C-2) is available to enforce the tolerance
expression. Enforcement methodology (LC/MS/MS Method, Methods 00782, 00782/M001,
00782/M002, and 00782/M003) isavailable to adequately enforce the tolerance expression for
BAM.

The methods may be requested from: Chief, Analytical Chemistry Branch, Environmental
Science Center, 701 Mapes Rd., Ft. Meade, MD 20755-5350; telephonenumber:(410) 305-2905;
email address: residuemethods @epa.gov.

B. International Residue Limits

In makingits tolerance decisions, EPA seeksto harmonize U.S. tolerances with
international standards whenever possible, consistent with U.S. food safety standards and
agricultural practices. EPA considers the international maximum residue limits (MRLs)
established by the Codex Alimentarius Commission (Codex), as required by FFDCA section
408(b)(4). The Codex Alimentariusisajoint United Nations Food and Agriculture
Organization/World Health Organization food standards program, and itis recognized as an
international food safety standards-setting organization in trade agreements to which the
United Statesisa party. EPA may establishatolerance thatisdifferentfromaCodex MRL;
however, FFDCA section 408(b)(4) requires that EPA explain the reasons for departing from the
Codex level.

Codex has not established MRLs for basil, hop, bean, or citrus. The fruit, small, vine
climbing, except fuzzy kiwifruit, subgroup 13-07F tolerance is harmonized with Codex grape
MRL. Codex established atolerance for “Fruiting vegetables otherthan cucurbits” at 1.0 ppm.
Based on the field trial data and the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development

(OECD) calculator, using the labeled application scenario may resultin residues greater than 1.0
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ppmin/onfruitingvegetables. Asaresult, harmonization of the vegetable, fruiting, crop group
8-10 tolerance with the Codex MRL could resultin food containing residues exceeding
tolerances despite legal application of the pesticide, which would not be appropriate.

C. Responseto Commentson Notice of Filing

Two anonymous publiccomments were received on the notice of filing that center
around opposing IR-4and the uses of pesticides (toxicchemicals), such as fluopicolide, on food
commoditiesincluding grape, citrus and basil, claiming these chemicals are harmful to human
health.

EPA’s Response: Aside from assertions that chemicals are toxic and linked to adverse
human health effects, the commenters provided noinformation supporting these assertions
that EPA could use to evaluate the safety of fluopicolide or BAM. The existing legal framework
provided by section 408 of the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA) states that
tolerances may be set when persons seeking such tolerances or exemptions have demonstrated
that the pesticide meets the safety standard imposed by that statute. When new oramended
tolerances are requested forresidues of a pesticideinfood orfeed, the Agency evaluates all
available dataand assesses the potential for risk from aggregate exposureto the pesticide. As
discussedinthisrule, EPA examined all relevant data for fluopicolide and BAMand has
concluded thatthere is a reasonable certainty that no harm will result from aggregate human
exposure to fluopicolide, including residues of its metabolite BAM. The commenters have
presented noinformation to supportreconsideration of that conclusion.

D. Revisions to Petitioned-For Tolerances
The established tolerances differ from the petitioner’s requests as follows:
i. EPA isestablishingatolerance for “basil fresh leaves” at 40 ppm, rather than 30 ppm,

as aresultof removing certaininadequateresidue datafromthe tolerance calculation.
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ii. The petitionerrequested atolerance forresidues of fluopicolide for the general
category of “bean, succulent” at0.9 ppm. Thistermis defined in EPA’sregulations asincluding
avariety of beansinsucculentform (see40 CFR§ 180.1(g)). Atthistime, EPAisestablishing
tolerances foronly those beansincluded inthe succulent bean definition thatare also
supported by the submitted snap beanfield trial data. Those specificsucculentbeans are the
following: “bean, moth, succulent”, “bean, yardlong, succulent” (species of the Vigna genus),
“bean, runner, succulent”, “bean, snap, succulent”, and “bean, wax, succulent” (species of the
Phaseolus genus). Tolerances forthe otherbeans contained within the definition of “bean,
succulent” as contained in 180.1(g) are not being established at this time due to lack of
adequate residue data. Inaddition, the Agency has adjusted the tolerance values forthese
beans (from 0.9 t0 0.90) to be consistent withits current guidance on significant figures.

iii. Because all reported residue data on crops supporting the “fruit, citrus, crop group
10-10” were below the 0.01 ppm limit of quantitation, EPAis establishing a tolerance for this
group at 0.01 ppm.

iv. The petitioner’s requested tolerances for “citrus, dried pulp” at 0.048 ppmand

I”

“citrus, oil” at 1.94 ppm were based on the petitioned-fortolerance level for citrus group 10-10
at 0.02 ppm. Using the 0.01 ppm tolerance level for group 10-10 as indicated inthe previous
paragraph and applyingappropriate processing factors yields tolerances of 0.03 for citrus, dried
pulpand 1.0 for citrus, oil.
V. Conclusion

Therefore, tolerances are established for residues of the fungicide fluopicolide [2,6-
dichloro-N-[[3-chloro-5-(trifluoromethyl)-2-pyridinylImethyllbenzamide], including its

metabolites and degradates (determined by measuringthe parent only), in oron Basil, fresh

leaves at 40 ppm; Basil, dried leaves at 200 ppm; Bean, moth, succulent at 0.90 ppm; Bean,
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snap, succulent at 0.90 ppm; Bean, runner, succulent at 0.90 ppm; Bean, wax, succulent at 0.90
ppm;Bean, yardlong, succulent at 0.90 ppm; Citrus, dried pulp at 0.03 ppm; Citrus, oil at 1.0
ppm; Fruit, citrus, crop group 10-10 at 0.01 ppm; Fruit, small, vine climbing, except fuzzy
kiwifruit, subgroup 13-07F at 2.0 ppm; Hop, dried cones at 15 ppm; and Vegetable, fruiting, crop
group 8-10 at 1.6 ppm. Also, the tolerances for “Grape” and “Vegetable, fruiting, group 8”in
the tablein paragraph (a) and for “Hop, dried, cones” inthe table in paragraph (b) are deleted
as they are superseded by this action. Finally, inanadditionalhousekeeping measure, the
expiredtolerances for “Potato, processed potato waste” at 1.0 ppm and “Vegetable, tuberous
and corm, subgroup 1C” at 0.3 ppm are deleted since they have no effectanymore and have
beenreplaced by lowertolerances forthose commodities as discussed in the Federal Register of
September 26,2016 (81 FR 65924).
VI. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews

This action establishestolerances under FFDCA section 408(d) in response to a petition
submitted tothe Agency. The Office of Managementand Budget (OMB) has exempted these
types of actions from review under Executive Order 12866, entitled “Regulatory Planning and
Review” (58 FR 51735, October4, 1993). Because this action has been exempted from review
under Executive Order 12866, this actionis not subject to Executive Order 13211, entitled
“Actions Concerning Regulations That Significantly Affect Energy Supply, Distribution, or Use”
(66 FR 28355, May 22, 2001); Executive Order 13045, entitled “Protection of Children from
Environmental Health Risks and Safety Risks” (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997); or Executive Order
13771, entitled “Reducing Regulations and Controlling Regulatory Costs” (82 FR 9339, February
3,2017). Thisaction does not contain any information collections subject to OMB approval
underthe Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), nordoesitrequire any

special considerations under Executive Order 12898, entitled “Federal Actionsto Address
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Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations” (59 FR 7629,
February 16, 1994).

Since tolerances and exemptions that are established on the basis of a petition under
FFDCA section 408(d), such as the tolerance inthisfinal rule, do notrequire the issuance of a
proposedrule, the requirements of the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) (5U.S.C. 601 et seq.), do
not apply.

This action directly regulates growers, food processors, food handlers, and food
retailers, not Statesortribes, nordoes this action alterthe relationships or distribution of power
and responsibilities established by Congressin the preemption provisions of FFDCA section
408(n)(4). Assuch, the Agency has determined that this action will not have asubstantial direct
effect on States or tribal governments, on the relationship between the national government
and the States or tribal governments, oron the distribution of power and responsibilitiesamong
the various levels of government or between the Federal Government and Indian tribes. Thus,
the Agency has determined that Executive Order 13132, entitled “Federalism” (64 FR 43255,
August 10, 1999) and Executive Order 13175, entitled “Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments” (65 FR 67249, November9, 2000) do not apply tothis action. In
addition, this action does notimpose any enforceable duty or contain any unfunded mandate as
described underTitle Il of the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act (UMRA) (2 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.).

This action does notinvolve any technical standards that would require Agency
consideration of voluntary consensus standards pursuant to section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transferand Advancement Act (NTTAA) (15 U.S.C. 272 note).

VII. Congressional Review Act
Pursuantto the Congressional Review Act (5U.S.C. 801 et seq.), EPAwill submitareport

containingthisrule and otherrequiredinformation to the U.S. Senate, the U.S. House of
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Representatives, and the Comptroller General of the United States priorto publication of the

rule inthe Federal Register. This action isnot a “major rule” as defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).
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List of Subjectsin 40 CFR Part 180

Environmental protection, Administrative practice and procedure, Agricultural

commodities, Pesticides and pests, Reporting and recordkeeping requirements.

Dated: February 20, 2018.

Michael L. Goodis,
Director, Registration Division, Office of Pesticide Programs.
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Therefore, 40CFR chapter | isamended as follows:
PART 180--[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 180 continuestoreadas follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 321(q), 346a and 371.

2. In §180.627:

a. In the table to paragraph (a):

i.Add alphabetically the entries “Basil, dried leaves”; “Basil, fresh leaves”; “Bean, moth,
succulent”; “Bean, runner, succulent”; “Bean, snap, succulent’; “Bean, wax, succulent”; “Bean,
yardlong, succulent”; “Citrus, dried pulp”; “Citrus, oil”; “Fruit, citrus, crop group 10-10”; and
“Fruit, small, vine climbing, except fuzzy kiwifruit, subgroup 13-07F”;

ii. Remove the entry for “Grape”;

iii. Add alphabetically the entry “Hop, dried cones”;

iv. Remove the entry for “Potato, processed potato waste”;
v. Add alphabetically the entry “Vegetable, fruiting, crop group 8-10”; and
vi.Remove the entries for “Vegetable, fruiting, group 8” and “Vegetable, tuberous and

1n

corm, subgroup 1C*” and footnote 1 of the table.
b. Revise paragraph (b).

The additions and revision read as follows:

§ 180.627 Fluopicolide; tolerances forresidues.

(a) * * *
Commodity Parts per million
Basil, dried, leaves 200
Basil, fresh leaves 40
Bean, moth, succulent 0.90
Bean, runner, succulent 0.90
Bean, snap, succulent 0.90
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Bean, wax, succulent 0.90
Bean, yardlong, succulent 0.90
* * * * * * *
Citrus, dried pulp 0.03
Citrus, oil 1.0
Fruit, citrus, crop group 10-10 0.01
Fruit, small, vine climbing, except fuzzy 2.0
kiwifruit, subgroup 13-07F
* * * * * * *
Hop, dried cones | 15
* * * * * * *
Vegetable, fruiting, crop group 8-10 | 1.6
* * * * * * *

(b) Section 18 emergency exemptions. [Reserved]

[FR Doc. 2018-04533 Filed: 3/6/2018 8:45 am; Publication Date: 3/7/2018]




